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Abstract

Based on the data of China’s A-share listed manufacturing enterprises from 2017 to 2021, this pa-
per empirically analyzes the impact of green technology innovation on enterprise value, and the
mediating role of ESG rating in this process, and further examines the influence of enterprise val-
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ue level, policy environment and property rights on the relationship between green technology
innovation and enterprise value. The results show that green technology innovation has a positive
effect on corporate value and corporate ESG rating, and ESG rating plays a mediating role in it. At
the same time, the higher the level of enterprise value, the more obvious the promotion effect of
green technology innovation on enterprise value. The pilot policy of low-carbon cities can enhance
the impact of green technology innovation on enterprise value. For non-state-owned enterprises,
green technology innovation plays a greater role in enhancing the value of enterprises.
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1. 5|8

H TR AR, [ 72 56 A 5 B R ) ] Ik 1 W 2 7™ B A 505 G (o) o DARR 404 9 A A
FaiiEsk GDP ¥R KB &5 K7 N B AU B VIE . AR AT R ETT, L]+
SRR EbR, SBUN I E VRN & & DBCRE M XA DS A T oAb R &, RN 54T %Mkl
AR e N BRI, SR BT S B HOR GIHT, et b R P EERETN EE &,
A FE e m 2R R AHTRE S N EEL . b 2R BB ARG HE B e B IR OR3P AN (B 3 T 1
W, ARITHEE SO R BEEK B bR. 2015 4FE & B A (Bl 2025) , BAREE
HEN IR OBOE TR AT S OHE, BRI RS, Sk, 2021 4, LA <+ U
TolbgR R ), BRI T HE S B E ARG BN, ROEREIERE ISR T AR
I AR AN RN bR 3 4 B 2T B BTGS2, BAFAAHHT, P AR AT — 5 (1 Bl R 2
XAV AME B GG = A e . A BT R B, ML#AT B R GENESh 5 H i A AR — € AH G,
WAL RO A M EE, HOCT HA AU 2 8 R R S SU007 H 1] [2], REER IS, Lo Mg i 4%
ZUERNRLAGHIEEN, WEOEARFBOFR T RED, KA R OE ARG AN E R 255
YERPLERATY R — 2% A0 = F 2R

HUbRIN, FEESROKBIESIIRN, SERGRE “SU. i, g, TR L=” IOkRE
&1 ESG (Environment, Social and Governance, ESG)H & 1520 52 1| 5 75 R 2 AH O BT 0 . AE
HEANAR ESG RI, ESG IFHMIETA . ESG VP& MIREE . 2128 7 VE B = AR FE ) R IG DUt
N HATERE VPN IR — PP A &R, SMME REROEHT . SRR RRE I REM G — Bk,
i1 ESG PP AR VARTREE m R RE DA KU, BRI ESG WP AR AN 2 58 AR 1t A5 5k A
RIS ARG AT KRR Z S0 E, SRR AR NV ERE S IR A, &R
N ELEAK, M NAE T ERIATZ2 (3]0 T A AE SR A AR AN HT 7 TH B 02 75 RE
HRARTHRM ESG 172, LALLM ESG 142 & B I SEE gtk e re ok b E & it 7eik
B, FRFMKRIERSE —4518. Fitl, ESG PWRAELS B ARG S A ANE & R R AT FE A
LERAT B i SIS

TERZFERIEMTE TN, RSO R R T OEORQIHTR AL E i 7T, RNt — D4R 58 ESG o
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PALLROHARGNH 5 A A AR REE, 0 T Al BRS¢ (L HOR QR e 70 R S 3R TH b Al . BURF
78 2R U BOR BFTBCRAN 51 1 2R 05 J B — e BB A S B R 3

2. XRERAEFR BRI
2.1. FEFERGUFSELMNE

FEI ORI AL 5 T, Al R SR 05 5 BRI T 30 Sk (e PP A
Bk, Ak ar 5 5 BRI 2 — 2R G BOR QURT RS2 A AL . SRR BRI PR 85
T P RN BEIRAE IR I BOR T2 80™ i S FR[4], AECTAEGEINT, REOBORAUH BA X 4
M PR BRSO 22 5 R MW TTRR[S ] B BRI E IS A P e, ZREEOR BT AT LUE i Aolb s
B AELUE AR ORBE BRI, ONSE S35 B P ZERIRT 6], AT A AN EL R B2 TH IR TR R AT SLALE
W, S 2 E AR B PR b 308 T LA 1 0 9% IR AT v 0 B8 77 [ R [ 7] IR, SRtk
AT RENE I 1L B RE DRI PR (8], 3 KA P B[O AT B AR 2K 7= pAR [10] 85 05 A Al 3R AT i3z i T, 5
P 52 T 8 W IR, Ak RN T BOR BIHHE B A A2 B Sk LR B FIR ARG Fr 8L 584 1[ 1]
NHARRKRBGENHIA . RN, REOBORGUETA B TIRAFBUM G BABOR SR, DR, th
AT FRBOH 2 E H R, ATIE N TERATE B R O BTk, ASCER 1 LR R

HI: b SR ARG A b A EAF 7 IE [ 52 RN

2.2. ZFEFEARVYHFS ESG L

ESG V42— OUE AR 55 B 5058 B A AV PPN AR AE[12], 2 B T B Aol il Rl R JE e T
HESRFR[13]. AR OEOREIH S ESG R MMIRANKE, RIUFH ESG RIS MMV IRBUE 242
NETT, BRI R BT A DL AR 7T 20 14], E13 VRS T8 2 1 R SN RIS B EAR BIH
FIBT A b, R AL AT S L BR BUBT 9 b 32 5 BSG 1R R M 1 IS, T ESG PR EXT 4
MR RFSE I e 7T B L, BT LASR (R QUHTT ESG PP IRI S AT LA A A i Al fé T R 2R PR AR 52
SR OB HT— 7 T RE %8 B A REURAE P BRI I B A AT 3, RSk EID IR s e, LUAE]
IERUHIRIEOR, 32TV SRR15], HESH ANV AT RS A R, 53— 7 T RE S A F R 5 i BE BRIk
Al AP AR TS S BRSPS ANRIRE R, S8 BURF A SR AR 161, AT e Aol AT 51
HIBEATHE, AT SR O BOR QU Al ESG PP I e st fE . 2T, ASCR I BUTH R

H2: S ARAIEX A ESG VFZATLE IE ) 20 2508 o

2.3. BEFARVF. ESG IFLHSHE

SRR T R EEARAEA BT EAM AL ESG WM TE, 84 ESG WRIES A BHT
ANV AN B 2R 2 o R AE TERE AR FINE ? BFT BRI, BORBHT AT DU A SR HURF L A 58 S0 2
BET IR T AL ANE . AR — B, SREOBOREIFT AL (et b AT Rr R IR R, R vl
MR 2 A BT MR EE[17]0 AL BEAT 2R H AR B A T ARSI TR, B PRS0 B 5
(18], REIBESRL[19], T VLIRS FRTBURIEAL 2 SUERIE S, AR T b A T AR R AT
FEE[20], I H AR WU FEI A R VAEER DL, T ESG VPSR VFH Al AT RF R 5 ) (1 — I ZE4R 47,
EREW A 2 B FOICHR BB F AT th VAR IR AN "R B = AN R B 0L, Rk, R
Paf5 S MR FAR A S A OGH PR, 2 ESG TFBE ax (U BOR BB RE I (M K TG, Al o i )
Uf B AT RF R FE RE 77T AGR AR Al 5 HR 23 A 0 Z RIS B FRRE L (211, dR b iE I, Pkl
)R R, AT SRR 2 AH 6 5 B AR SCRF[22], b bt fe )y, $RTHANME . BbrTes, 4
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M AR HE SN 23 Cu BOR BIH 2 IR A (kA lk ESG 14, T kAR BSG PFJA% i8] Rpal A R BE M5 2.
MBI 51 & T5 g A oeids, dtmde st b fird. FT 0, ASChe U k.
H3: ESG WAL H AR BT 5 b A 5 R A7 AL F o 2

3. it
3.1, BAREFESHIRERE

ASCEFE 2017~2021 FEHE A B BT s N WIETE A REA, BB T ST KRB R4alk, FM
BRERIABELZ IFEAR A R RAEA IR N E T BOR T AR, RALSE] 7320 MR FEA . N EREE
PRIRT 22 B B TR 1) TS5 4RhR b7 PR . SR i k8 T b B 7 50 i 457
£ (CNRDS). 1M ESG VP kI T HEFa 2L ESG VPR R AR, Hr=fiR. Ehne
R FERE TN R AN AR v BEAR B3 R T 28 2 B R I “ A 554 ” AN« S5 48hn ot 7 140 e b )
FEIRSCHE . Az B 2, A SO B R AR A T A IS BT T BN 1%M48 A2

32. BEEN

1) BfERTE: SIAETobinQ). S35 [H Py 24#H 1EWF LA BT 5 MM A E 2 7] 5% R IR A
HIGHR[23] [24], ASCEFAFLSE Q ERAREMANE . #15E Q (L H 5 Wl A i & Al Mk SR I mk A M ik
KR EE bR, AT AR ML AR e br . BARTFREA SN GUARREBATE + 1
RABFIBBAC(E + WK G55 i E ) AR B 577

2) ARZE. FEAFABIF (nnovate). BT LI HiE S AAEEREH S, HL R Hig &
iy T4 S T A 3B A D T IR IR BT K ST (257, BRI A SR Al 4 4E Ak 7 FRS I G o R IR 5
24T R (1 4 S i TR A 2 Rk A B A AR B RGBT KT

3) BAZE: ESG Wk, A0k I HEAFIE R ESG PR B . #EEL ESG 12 24 1T E P9 i ESG
PR R, VPR WHR 5 480 A B LT A, AR TSR T 58 2 WA 94 R R B R R,
TEVENT T IR HR BN TS o AR ESG W AL RIS “AAA-C” 9 Y, KRS E P
HHIGE S NE14], FBF XX 9 MG I E 9~1.

4) EHIZE. ZRUEMECHT, A SCER AR MBL(SIZE). %= fFiZ(LEV). i J1(ILO).
R JE BE F1(Growth) FB AL S B (TOP ) % il A8 B . A SR AR B LU 1 i

fiE
1

Table 1. Variable definitions

F1.EBEX

ZERE ZEAKR  REFST ZTEEN

YA s ki E TobinQ  (HIARVEBAUTE + WIARIRFEBBTE + HIARSE 555 M E ) IR 5™
R aRGEOREH Innovate il 5 N7 BT (14 2 90 5 W AR AN 2 (8 S AR AR AR A o 1 10 B 800 4
ks ESG WP ESG HEE ESG T4, ¥ ESG “AAA-C” JURSITFHABIRAY “9~17 44
AR AR SIZE WAL BE™ (1 B 2R 2

Wi LEV A B
ey ILQ LB G sl 7 ft
K IRERE Growth  (HIREBE™ — WIWLE B )W) 2 51

Al ez TOPI LB — IR IR L A1
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3.3. REaE

NRSEG BT ARG | BT 3, ASCS MRS B[ 26]52 1 A P A ROSAS IR FE PP, A4 [ml A A2 (1)
Z PR (3), BAR R R E

Tobin O, = a, + a,Innovate, + a,Control, + ¢, @)
ESG, = B, + B Innovate, + ,Control, + ¢, 2)
Tobin Q, =y, + y,Innovate, + y,ESG, + y,Control, + g, 3)

ﬁ\:‘:':‘, ii%i?/lq\ﬁj: t%%i?ﬁz'ﬁ]\, ap~ ﬁo\ wi%%@zﬁﬁlﬁ; (250 ﬁ1\ V]%%%*%%%Eﬁ@”ﬂ%ﬁ, 722%%'43
NEBEHEHARE: ar for p EREHRBRANEHREG 6, RRKET

4. SCUES#R
4.1. RSt

L2 FR T REA L 7] B S I RIR T GEvE 45 3 D 2 W ol i, AR A w AR E 3548 2.19,
/AMER 0.88, HKMEA 7.58, FrifEZERN 1.28, FAIECH 1.79, BLEIFE RGN BT A & e E A7 7E
BRES, il 50%0 2 a AMERTF2KF: SREEAR A & SO HUb 35 1~F 218 8 0.53,
R/MEN 0.00, JKMEN 4.03, brdEZE R ALES 5 0.94 F10.00, B EAFEA A A 2 (8] ) 2R AR BB
IKFERBKR; ESG WK FHMEN 6.38, f/MEAE KA H4 2.00 F19.00, Fr#EZEHR 1.08, A%
N 6.00, VLHAMKIEAEAIE ESG IF AR, FREHIEY A B BT A RS B EER N e ¥, HAEREANT 2 E
ESG WRAFAE—E Z 5 Moh, #HIR RN IARTES TS RS OA AT Fi A R R — 2

Table 2. Descriptive statistical results of the variable

2. TEMMEMSEITER

variable N mean sd min max p50
TobinQ 7142 2.19 1.28 0.88 7.58 1.79
Innovate 7320 0.53 0.94 0.00 4.03 0.00
ESG 7304 6.38 1.08 2.00 9.00 6.00
SIZE 7320 22.24 1.14 20.02 25.60 22.12
LEV 7320 0.39 0.18 0.06 0.86 0.39
LIQ 7320 2.43 2.18 0.45 14.77 1.74
Growth 7320 0.15 0.29 —0.28 1.70 0.08
TOPI 7320 32.66 13.68 9.09 70.53 30.60

4.2. B354

ISR Z TTIl AT (7598, XS RTSCHTR I =AM SR AT R S, H = MR R ] 1 4R
[P 52 RN o [N, 223 Pearson AHOGTEARILAN VIF forit, HERUAEAT 2 dILLE, MIESRWE 3 P,
%3 AR TR (DB IEASE R, T AR O R QIR B Al T REE 5% EEKF L
ENIE, RALEFARBIHACH B, S EME, BB HL SR0IE. 2R R, AT
LA A A G I A, T HIEE 7 BEAM AR, RN RIS 71, AT s T ol fir
fH. &3 TWFIQ)ER THEBIQ)MEIEZER, rT RS EERGTH R EE MG T REAE 1% EEKF ER
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FHNIE, RUIGOBOREIHKT 8, H ESG PFJullin, R H2 ARIKAE. ZM 0L REN], SO
AREIFACH (I k. BSG R e THR At 1 Uksh 7y, 4 Bkt s HI AYEsE H2 [T,
i A2 T RN TS 26 A o Hh% 3 A1 (3) s RO AL (3) A [l VA 25 REFT 1, S Eu R B (¥ ] A AR HUAE 5%
MBS ERZERIE, ESG WHRMEAREBIE 1% EEKF EEENE, HE55)MaaE ARG
[l R AR, 835 BN 1, BRGSO E R B A R Ry N T e BEIUETWT AIACH ESG PRRAESR
BARGUH S b E R R 2] TR ER, ik H3 138 7RIk,

Table 3. Regression results of green technology innovation, corporate value, and ESG ratings

3. FERARIH, &WNERM ESG IFREITER

VARIABLES Tobing BSG TobingQ
Innovate 0.031" 0.071"" 0.028"
(2.27) (5.42) (2.03)

ESG 0.066™"
(5.39)

SIZE -0.395™" 0.377"" —0.423""

(—29.86) (30.04) (-30.26)

LEV -0.380"" -0.862"" -0.312""
(-3.78) (-9.02) (-3.09)

LIQ 0.067™" -0.004 0.068"""
(8.76) (-0.57) (8.88)

Growth -0.136™" -0.143™" -0.110"
(-3.04) (-3.37) (—2.46)

TOPI 0.004™ 0.004™" 0.003™"
(3.81) 4.21) (3.60)

year el P Gl

Constant 11.508™" -1.623"" 11.697™"
(41.39) (-6.14) (42.05)
Observations 7142 7304 7126
R-squared 0.340 0.147 0.345

43. RRETRE

1) Sobel KK F1 Bootstrap &%, JilF A & ESG PFRAE SO H ARG H 5 LA E 8 1R
ARICANFE T Sobel K36 F1 Bootstrap 856 LASRAIE S 25 SRR g e, R0t RNk 4. £ 5 PR, R4EE
4 Hiffi7N, Sobel ) Z {54 4.254, H P EH/NT 0.05, 4R B, BPrR AR5 3] TG, ESG WA AE
SO AR SV ER K RTES T R At BN, 3650 MEARVE NKEIE B, #ET Bootstrap
. RHEE S TR, bsl RoRHIEBBNAIE I Z S, 95%I1 BIF X AN 0.0042~0.01, A 0,
B A RS 2 BT, RIS EFAR O H 218 id ik ESG VR4 #0015

2) BEBHE. ZHIA R TobinQ EAE NN E IR, K5 T 44 H ARSI Al

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2024.142147 426 1B 512


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2024.142147

R, Z=1ET5

{EF1 ESG PFRIFFAEIEFIFZIEREN, H ESG PRRAELR L HARBIHT AN AL A B A% &R P AFAE T RN

N Y TG L ORAE RSB0 235 R A AT SE AR A AR AR 1, ARSI RUR B2 7 1 A AR (ROA) [27 1 E Al A (B8 AR
Ak, BB T AR O EOR BT AN E AR RN LA R ESG PPRAE SR BOR BT 5 Ak i E 22 18]
RKEAPHIPAAEN . ZRBHSHIEAEE R 6 PEIDZEFIG)rn. IR 3 K, ks RS 5%k

RTES RIEA B, BB HI~H3 V3RS 2I5CHF, U HIACSOIE FE 4510 BAT BRI AR (@ 1k .

Table 4. Sobel robustness test results

3% 4. Sobel FREMARINLER

Coef Std Err V/ P>|Z
Sobel 0.0068 0.0016 4.2540 0.0000
Goodman-1 (Aroian) 0.0068 0.0016 4.2290 0.0000
Goodman-2 0.0068 0.0016 4.2790 0.0000
Table 5. Bootstrap robustness test results
%% 5. Bootstrap TR IEER
Observed Bootstrap
Coef. Bias Std. Err. [95% Conf. Interval]
bsl 0.0068 0.0000 0.0015 0.0040 0.0100 (P)
0.0042 0.0100 (BC)
bs2 0.0280 —0.0000 0.0127 0.0033 0.0533 (P)
0.0033 0.0533 (BC)

Table 6. Regression results and lagged phase 1 test of green technology innovation, enterprise value (ROA) and ESG ratings

6. BEERUEF. SUNEROA)FN ESG MR ML R K E—HIKIE

VARIABLES ROA BSG ROA TobingQ
Innovate 0.003™" 0.071°"" 0.002™"
(3.79) (5.42) (3.25)
ESG 0.005""
(8.71)
L.Innovate 0.028"
(1.98)
SIZE 0.012"" 0.377"" 0.010"" -0.342"""
(19.54) (30.04) (15.65) (-25.32)
LEV -0.152"" —0.862""" —0.148"™" -0.258"
(-31.91) (-9.02) (-30.91) (-2.50)
LIQ 0.001 -0.004 0.001 0.073™"
(0.26) (-0.57) (0.33) (8.92)
Growth 0.057"" —0.143"" 0.057"" —0.037
(27.02) (-3.37) (27.25) (—0.74)
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TOP1 0.001"" 0.004™" 0.001""" 0.005™"

(12.49) (4.21) (12.12) 4.73)

year 75 il ) ) i

Constant -0.199™" -1.623"" -0.191"" 9.838™"

(-15.09) (—6.14) (—14.53) (34.45)

Observations 7,320 7,304 7,304 5,755

R-squared 0.277 0.147 0.283 0.283

3) WA R . ASSCHIERR AL B Ak (ORI Al 2 4E S (B M PRI AT . — T UAE FR R
T BRI ORI R TG REZAAT[28], HAEDATHTH L RE B ESCH, Mmk
PHEAF R VAT FIT A BT S IRNAFE R, B, SR OEREIFK-F T g 2 B4k fir B #1249 .
£r b, G BIASCH IR I AR A2 B A b (-5 R AR B ARt BOR G 2 [R) R BEAFLE Hh I IR 5 3
BUAREE, ASON MR EAR T o — IR AL B, S5 Rk 6 higgl4) s . X 3 ZI)AIL, Kk
PR G EATA R B, WU HI DBRR RIS0R, BRIk (uBOR GIFHa B TRk i, w0
AR BN LETER) ™ BRI .

5. ThR M
5.1. SA¥EY

AWRWN, AT AR B, SRR H R A A5 5 w0 S A7 AE — 52 22 5#[29], X Fh
SO RN AR T IR PE R R [30]. FET I, ARTCLL 25%. 50%LAJK 75% A B0, S [al A8 (1) ik
AT R ENE, 328 3 B A AEAS R E AP IG5 T 2R B R BT K6 b A 8 1 52 248, (5115
ERINE T s . KU s R BRSO ER AN 25% 0 A0 5 S i AT REBOR 3, T 50% 001 505
L 75% LB T ENA RS T R B BITE 1% 5% EE/KT LEZERIE, thh, I RIEBRGEH
ARABH I EAA, T R BB oA A s R = i AWK, RFEARFRR M EKFER T, SERAR
BT AN ANME BAA A F RN, [FR, X g — P AR 1R EHE ARG A E B
Bl ST AMAMEBARI AR, AT S EE ARG ER A G, A SAKYE B B R 15 6
SEFEAROUFTHIFN: ST AAME PSR SR B, BT AR ARGH BGRE R, T hE Y
IR s EEARAHE R s AT A E & AR, AT SR ARG B A S B, HAkeT g
B R OERAQIBAELL, R 5 RN RS SIS, SOBRAIHR LA E ) H
HIEmFEm, R H1 AKIRAAL.

5.2. BURIREE

AR X e B SR 2 R i ol 2 € B0 1 — B BRI U R AR B 7 1 10 S i
REWS 5 (it Sk O BOR BT B O v, i R A ML R A2 T 2 R BOR BT (307 T 1k, ATk [
KR JEGUCEZ e 6 05— SR “HURB i a4 5, DU 5 A0 AR i1 1 M N BOR X 2y
BAR, REREAS AL 3 B T ik s AR AR T Bl 4, X R R BT 5 Al A (B 2 TR F) 5 2Rk
it — DRI A 8 BI()MNF(2) 5 1 [l YR 36 25 R PT AR HY AR Bk v ol s 4L AT AR 3 ik i 2
R At T R B N IE, A HI 3IHESE. Ak, 3RATAT ATE BIRH 7k s 2 i 3R i o B v
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Table 7. Quantile test results of the impact of green technology innovation on enterprise value

7. FEEARLFX SN EREE S IR

VARIABLES ® ® )
Innovate 0.012 0.031" 0.052"
(1.50) (2.83) (2.42)
SIZE -0.251""" -0.286"" -0.346""
(-31.52) (-27.04) (—16.85)
LEV —0.049 -0.308™" -0.653""
(-0.81) (-3.82) (—4.17)
LIQ 0.035™" 0.065™" 0.103™"
(7.56) (10.56) (8.60)
Growth -0.023 —0.027 -0.036
(—0.85) (-0.76) (-0.51)
TOPI 0.001 0.003™" 0.005™"
(0.98) (4.20) (3.24)
year il il P
Constant 7.405™" 8.667"" 10.851""
(44.19) (38.98) (25.10)
Observations 7142 7142 7142

Table 8. The results of the policy environment and equity nature of the impact of green technology innovation on enterprise

value

8. REBEARFIX BN EREEBRRE., R RIGINER

VARIABLES BRI T B A SRR e AL

Innovate 0.001 0.028 0.035"
(0.02) (1.26) (1.94)

SIZE —0.349™" -0.379"" —0.412"""
(—20.23) (—17.80) (-23.06)

LEV -0.593" -0.720"" -0.034
(—4.71) (—4.28) (—0.26)

LIQ 0.074™ 0.124™ 0.069"""
(7.51) (6.55) (7.86)

Growth -0.062 0.279™ -0.219™"
(-1.11) (2.51) (—4.16)

TOP1 0.003" 0.005™" 0.004™"
(2.44) (3.28) (3.88)
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o3
year a4 Eiil il gl
Constant 12.962"" 10.486™" 110117 11.766™"
(30.36) (28.64) (24.09) (31.25)
Observations 2794 4348 2071 4836
R-squared 0.362 0.333 0.372 0.331

TARRBRIE TR A2, FLARBII Tl 4L R AUTE 1% 10 BB KPS 2 AR T il AU 2 0 RO 2
%, RYLGEDA TR AT s S O BOR BT 5 A E Z [ 58 R BA BN . dmT i, 4l
JIT A3 X BRI A — B R LA b R 2k L BB S B AN RE ), SEMEIRBR B Bh T (2 ik Aolb gt
IFEREER AN, WA BRI ANME I ROR -

5.3. B4R

% L&AV BT AT 1l JE X FEATF AN « RGBT A A ANE 7 AL IS0 [31], A SCHE— AR el
PR IEANIR] (7 U 5 70 D9 A A AR AL AT A e A, 25 56 Al dlb ™ BUME Bxt 4%t BoR BT
S ANANEZ 8 5% R MRS, (A S5 RS T4 8 MFIG)I5I(4). ATLLE 1, TR EA kA
I RAREAG AL, ZREBOREIH I R T R BN IE, 3P IEsE T R EEREIFR A
EREPAER], SHSCRTEgsie—2. Fr, BT EAGMVEARE, JEEA MRS O
ARB TS Al A PR R 0 280 N B R 2o BT AREAT b 2 BT 8, Ak 8 A B HAI R AR 5 5
MR ATEER, Dy 1 AR S K T 3 8 4 AR 2 A5G I SCRF, AR A Al AR Sx LR QB 5 T
X, RS EERQEE T AL AHME R M T fE S E R, — BRSO EREKCHE R, LN E
BRI HIR PRI -

6. R4

TEATHERE Bk I . BRAPANIHE SN, AE N SEIRHE B AR 2 TR 2 — B4R B H AR G852 21 #
KRR VZ ORI A A o & Al & R i B B AR 0 2 B, (HER T 3 Z MR R ST
BRENME X B BTk, ASCRL 2017~2021 H[E A B LT I fliE LA ARIGR T FEREAS, FEHFE T4
R AR B M ANME IS8, LA BSG YFRAE SR EAF AR AT 5 AN E 5 & IR A 308 . AL
FERB T LU 1) GOERGEHKF R &SR 2t MM EM . ESG WIS, FEI,
ESG VFRAE S B AROHT 5 M E X R AEAE RN R 2) EARFRFAAMEKT T, GERARH
Xof AL PR 5 M ROSAFAE 22 S, A AR B 7K T 2 v R 4 B B AR B3 5 A AN AR A FH K T £
WAMEAFRAR I AL . 3) AH T8 T AR i il s iAol A7 TARBRIR 7 i st i Al i SR BoR )
X AANME RSN N R . 4) FEASFIR AL =B BRI B R, SRR B3 Al A48 i 52
RANAFAEZE S, AT EAG Ak, JEEH SR EHE ARG A AME R K

ARG A AR i G B AR AN HT K DR T A E SR T R B e s

D) SiANVETR S, AV AEZE S A R v B ey B2 AR (L BOR G g et i E i S ZEAE A,
FFE G EFEARANHT XS AR = AR . $e T+ Ak 5% 5 Dy i s s AME PE A GO a1 TAT L)
BB, VTG R T3 I i e B 55 22 IR LRPR I, FE NS AR F A A v Aol 75 22
SO FARBIHR N H ST I R EEIE, JE B ESG WEHIX — B MR R A Ah AL ik Ak B & s ik
JEREIBIES, DAUCERUEE . Mo, mRAREHRASWMER Bir. BAmS, xratiiAal
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VIR B 2 R AH AL SR AR, SRR R SR CEOR AT RN, — T A R TR s g 8
WL RAF AR, 53— J7 WA B T 3R BOBURF A GRS R T7 38, (8 ek BRI S - [
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